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□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance exrpnt fnr formal mo++^„ 

in accordance with the practice under 1 Z^QuTyl ZTu^TZT" " * ^ " d ° Sed 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to exDirP -? mnn **M * 

37 CFR 1.136(a). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 
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□ Claim(s) 

□ Claims 



is/are pending in the application, 
is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction or election requirement. 
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□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 
H The drawing(s) filed on Mar 18, 1996 is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is Approved Oisapproved. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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The drawings are objected to because Figures 1 and 2 must be 
separately labeled as "PRIOR ART" . Correction is required. 

Figure 3 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a) because it fails 
to show the notch (54) as described in the specification. The 
alleged notch (54) in Figure 3 is not consistent with the notch 
(54) as shown in Figures 5 and 6. Note, in Figure 3, the 
continuous line of the left wall beginning from lip 56 as there is 
no notch formed/shown therein. Any structural detail that is 
essential for a proper understanding of the disclosed invention 
should be shown in the drawing. MPEP § 608.02(d). Correction is 
required. 

Applicant is required to submit a proposed drawing correction 
in reply to this Office action. However, formal correction of the 
noted defect can be deferred until the application is allowed by 

the examiner . 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title if S 

ar are^ch tnaTV" 6 "»"« S ° Ught t0 be anVt'he prxor 

thP tiL i-h . that * e sub :ect matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be Negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. negatived 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over the acknowledged prior art (figures 1 and 2) in 
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view of FR 2,4 62 , 619 hereinafter French , 619) . The acknowledged 
prior art discloses openings ,24, formed in the frame forming lip , 
(20, adapted to receive track flanges ,38), the lips comprise first 
(18. and second ,20, parallel lips defined on the frame base, said 
Hps (18, 20) having ends, said first lip , 18 , ls de fi n e d by the 
first lateral srde of the base, a slot ,22, defined in the base 

intermediate the base sides (16, the lint- !■>■>■, j «■ ■ 

cne slot < 22 ) definxng the second 

lip ,20) . 

The acknowledged prior art does not disclose forming the winch 
from a flat elongated blank then bending the blank end regions. 
French >619 disclose a tensioning mechanism using a pawl-controlled 
winder comprising a U-section base ,1, 2, which is formed from 
folded sheet metal. It is readily evident that a monolithic frame 
Piece has increased structural rigidity as compared to a frame of 
multi-piece construction. Moreover, the cost of manufacturing 
would decrease because intermediate steps such as welding would be 
eliminated. The prior art discloses a base comprised of separate 
base plates welded together. Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to make the separate base plates 
of the acknowledged prior art of a monolithic piece by bending the 
blank end regions of a flat elongated plate, as taught by French 
'619, to increase the structural rigidity thereof as well as to 
decrease 'the cost of manufacturing. 
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The acknowledged prior art does not disclose the simultaneous 
step of forming the plate blank, notches, slot, and openings. 
However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to simultaneously perform the steps to reduce the time required 
to manufacture the base. 

The acknowledged prior art does not teach an aligned pair of 
openings defined in each of the walls at the corners thereof 
communicating with the lip-defining openings in the frame base. It 
would have been an obvious matter of design choice to provide the 
acknowledged prior art with openings defined in each of the wall at 
the corners thereof communicating with the lip-defining openings in 
the frame base because applicant has not disclosed that such 
openings solves any stated problem or is for any particular purpose 
and it appears that the invention would perform equally well 
without the recited openings. 

To the extent still applicable, Applicant's arguments filed 
November 12, 1997 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive . 

In response to applicant's remarks bridging pages 4 and 5 
regarding the multi-piece construction of the prior art and the 
alleged hindsight comparison, it is evident from the prior art 
figure supplied by applicant (on November 12, 1997) of the multi- 
piece frame that the prior art frame, though in separate pieces, is 
very similar to the instant invention of a one-piece frame. 
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Besides the difference of the prior art being of mult i -pieces , the 
prior art figure does not have a notch at the corners of the frame 
walls proximate the lips (18). However, it appears that the 
invention would work equally well without the notches proximate the 
first or front lip and it appears that the above mentioned notches 
solve no particular problem and, thus, having such notches would be 
an obvious design choice involving no more than ordinary skill in 
the art. Further, from the figure supplied by applicant of the 
multi-piece prior art frame, it is clear that when modified to be 
a monolithic piece (as motivated by French '619), the first and 
second lips and the notch in the central region would be formed. 

In response to applicant's remarks on the last paragraph of 
page 7 regarding the obviousness of making the mult i -piece frame a 
monolithic piece, it is believed that the case of Detroit Stove 
Works provides the justification to make a device of multiple 
pieces into a single piece. A further motivation of making the 
multiple piece frame into a single or monolithic piece is to 
achieve greater structural rigidity as stated in the above 
rejection. Bending flat blanks into a U-shape frame is old and 
well-known as evidenced by the cited prior art, e.g., French '619, 
Miller '002, Alexander '975, Arbues '749, etc. 



• 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Emmanuel M. 
Marcelo whose telephone number is (703) 305-6597. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday to Thursday from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. 
The examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application or proceeding should be directed to the Group 
receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 306-4177. The fax 
phone number for this Group is (703) 306-4195 or (703) 306-4196 . 



DONALD P7WALSH 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 

GROU&aW^^/ 





March 27, 1998 



